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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 6, 41, and 52 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 6, line 2, change "a rest button" to —a reset button- 
Claim 41, line 2, change "a rest button" to —a reset button- 
Claim 52, line 2, change "a rest button" to -a reset button- 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-70 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Darbee et al. 
(U.S. Pat. 4,959,810) in view of Zintel et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,725,281). 

Regarding claim 1: Darbee et al. disclose universal remote control device comprising 
identifying to a recipient device an intended target appliance; receiving at the recipient device a 
transmission from the remote control; determining if the transmission from the remote control is 
intended to command an operation of the intended target appliance (col. 1, lines 17-30, and col. 
8, lines 31-38). Darbee et al. do not disclose using the transmission to update data maintained 
within the recipient device such that the updated data reflects a state of the intended target 
appliance which will result from the intended target appliance performing the operation. 
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However, Zintel et al. teach using the transmission to update data maintained within the recipient 
device such that the updated data reflects a state of the intended target appliance which will 
result from the intended target appliance performing the operation (col. 2, lines 1-36). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to utilize the teaching of Zintel et al. in the system of Darbee et al. so that the user is able to 
interact appropriately to the actual current state of the device which is an advantage. 

Regarding claim 2: Zintel et al. disclose wherein the data is maintained within a state 
table (col. 1, lines 66-67, and col. 2, lines 1-7). 

Regarding claim 3: Zintel et al. disclose updating the data maintained within the 
recipient device only in cases where the transmission from the remote control is intended 
to command a toggled operation of the intended target appliance (col. 2, lines 29-35). 

Regarding claims 4-6: Darbee et al. disclose placing the data into a known state upon 
the recipient device receiving a reset command (col. 6, lines 14-16). 

Regarding claim 7: Darbee et al. disclose wherein determining if the transmission from 
the remote control is intended to command an operation of the intended target appliance 
comprises comparing a command received from the remote control against a command 
code set maintained within the recipient 'device (col. 8, lines 39-43). 

Regarding claim 8: Darbee et al. disclose wherein identifying to a recipient device an 
intended target appliance causes the command code set to be selected from a library of command 
code sets (col. 1, lines 22-25). 

Regarding claim 9: Darbee et al. disclose wherein the library of command code sets is 
locally stored on the recipient device (col. 13, lines 66-68, and col. 14, lines 15-16). 
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Regarding claim 10: Darbee et al. disclose wherein the library of command code sets is 
stored remotely from the recipient device and the selected command code set is downloaded 
into the recipient device (col. 13, lines 66-68, and col. 14, lines 15-26). 

Regarding claim 11: Darbee et al. disclose wherein the command code set is learned 
from the remote control (col. 1, lines 57-59). 

Regarding claim 12: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 

Ml. 

claim 1 above. Darbee et al. also teach using the transmitted data within the remote control to 
determine if a transmission of a sequence of macro commands requires alteration given the state 
* of the intended target appliance as indicated by the data (col. 9, lines 65-68, col. 10, lines 1-3, 
and col. 13, lines 14-18). 

Regarding claim 13: Zintel et al. disclose updating the data maintained within 
the recipient device only in cases where the transmission from the remote control is 
intended to command a toggled operation of the intended target appliance (col. 2, lines 29-35). 

Regarding claim 14: Refer to claim 4 above. 

Regarding claim 15: Refer to claim 5 above. 

Regarding claim 16: Refer to claim 6 above. 

Regarding claim 17: Refer to claim 7 above. 

Regarding claim 18: Refer to claim 8 above. 

Regarding claim 19: Refer to claim 9 above. 

Regarding claim 20: Refer to claim 10 above. 

Regarding claim 21: Refer to claim 1 1 above. 

Regarding claim 22: Darbee et al. disclose using the data received from the 
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recipient device to display via the remote control a state of the intended target appliance (col 4, 
lines 34-41). 

Regarding claim 23: Darbee et al. disclose accepting input into the remote control that 
reflects an intended state for the target appliance in response to the remote control transmitting 
the macro command sequence (col 9, lines 56-66). 

Regarding claim 24: Zintel et al. disclose using the received data within the remote 
control to omit from the macro command sequence those commands that would cause the 
intended target appliance to be placed into a state other than the intended state (col. 2, lines 29- 
35). 

Regarding claim 25: Zintel et al. disclose transmitting from the recipient device to the 
remote control all maintained data (col. 1, lines 55-65). 

Regarding claim 26: Zintel et al. disclose wherein the recipient device transmits to the 
remote control at least a portion of the maintained data in response to a query message received 
from the remote control (col. 2, lines 36-44). 

Regarding claim 27: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 28: Refer to claim 3 above. 

Regarding claim 29: Refer to claim 2 above. 

Regarding claim 30: Refer to claim 25 above. 

Regarding claim 31: Zintel et al. disclose transmitting the data to a requesting personal 
computer (col. 1, lines 39-50). 
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Regarding claim 32: Zintel et al. disclose transmitting the data to a remote device via an 
Internet connection (col. 1, lines 29-36). 

Regarding claim 33: Darbee et al. disclose wherein the data is maintained locally within 
a device which receives the transmission (col. 1, lines 17-25). 

Regarding claim 34: Darbee et al. disclose wherein the data is maintain remotely from a 
device which receives the transmission (col. 1, lines 17-30). 

Regarding claim 35: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 36: Darbee et al. disclose wherein the instruction perform the step of 
receiving data that identifies the intended target appliance (col. 8, lines 31-38). 
Regarding claim 37: Refer to claim 12 above. 
Regarding claim 38: Refer to claim 3 above. 
Regarding claim 39: Refer to claim 4 above. 
Regarding claim 40: Refer to claim 5 above. 
Regarding claim 41: Refer to claim 6 above. 
Regarding claim 42: Refer to claim 7 above. 
Regarding claim 43: Refer to claim 8 above. 
Regarding claim 44: Refer to claim 9 above. 
Regarding claim 45: Refer to claim 10 above. 
Regarding claim 46: Refer to claim 1 1 above. 

Regarding claim 47: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 12 above. 
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Regarding 


claim 


48: 


Refer to claim 8 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


49: 


Refer to claim 3 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


50: 


Refer to claim 4 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


51: 


Refer to claim 5 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


52: 


Refer to claim 6 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


53: 


Refer to claim 7 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


54: 


Refer to claim 8 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


55: 


Refer to claim 9 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


56: 


Refer to claim 10 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


57: 


Refer to claim 1 1 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


58: 


Refer to claim 22 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


59: 


Refer to claim 23 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


60: 


Refer to claim 24 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


61: 


Refer to claim 25 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


62: 


Refer to claim 26 above. 


Regarding 


claim 


63: 


All the claimed subject matter 
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claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 64: Zintel et al. disclose wherein the instructions perform the step of 
supplementing the data with information obtained directly from the intended target appliance 
(col. 2, lines 36-46). 

Regarding claim 65: Refer to claim 2 above. 

Regarding claim 66: Refer to claim 25 above. 
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Regarding claim 67: Refer to claim 31 above. 

Regarding claim 68: Zintel et al. disclose wherein the data is maintained locally within 
the transmission receiving device (col. 1, lines 29-36). 
Regarding claim 69: Refer to claim 33 above. 
Regarding claim 70: Refer to claim 34 above. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Patry et al. [U.S. 2003/0041335] disclose method for downloading data preceded by 
information signals. 

b. Herz [U.S. Pat. 6,956,496] discloses method and apparatus for updating universal 
remote databases through TV VBI processing. 

c. Haroun et al. [U.S. Pat. 5,787,259] disclose digital interconnects of a PC with 
consumer electronics device. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phung T Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-2968. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:30pm Mon thru. Friday, with alternate Friday 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu can be reached on 571-272-2964. The fax numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9314 for regular communications 
and 703-308-9051 for After Final communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2600. 
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Phung Nguyen 




yy^ — - 

Date: November 30, 2005 



